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equipment from functioning in the manner intended. Of course, no one has seriously 
advocated use of these fluids in this equipment. The point that Applicant is attempting to 
make is that the broadest common meaning of the term "fluid" is so all-encompassing as 
to be unworkable in interpreting Berchtold (5303549)'s claims. 

Applicant submits that the meaning of the term "fluid" in the Berchtold (5303549) 
claims must be found in the Berchtold (5303549) specification. In that specification, the 
only reference to a specific "fluid" is to hydraulic fluid. Applicant finds no discussion of 
embodiments using alternative fluids, and no suggestion that other fluids can be 
substituted. 

Applicant respectfully submits that the pneumatic limitation of the instant application is a 
meaningful differentiation from Berchtold (5303549) and is not covered by anticipation. 

Cobb (3894476) has been referred to by the Examiner as disclosing a pneumatic 
system for lifting, and might appear to support an obviousness rejection when combined 
with Berchtold (5303549). However, Applicant submits that a suggestion to combine is 
not present and the instant application contains elements and limitations, as discussed 
below, which are not present in Berchtold (5303549) in view of Cobb (3894476). 

Claims 1-4 have also been amended to place the claims in condition for allowance 
by further clarifying the differences of the instant application from Berchtold (5303549). 
Specifically, the amended claims are drawn to a linear motor having a permanent magnet 
stator core and other distinctive features. In contrast, Berchtold (5303549) has a 
conventional rotating motor, with a rotating core, driving a ball screw. The instant 
amended claims also include a digital linear array indicating the linear position of said 
moving coil to a feedback system. These elements and these limitations are not present in 
Berchtold (5303549). 

Applicant submits that the amendments herein are clarifications of material 
already present, or inherent, in the original specification and do not constitute new 
material. Specifically, the nature of the motor, which is described in the original 
specification in terms of vertical movement, is inherently a linear motor , oriented in a 
vertical direction, as in Figure 2. This inherent nature in the original specification is 
supported by the inclusion [pg 3 line 23] of a "linear array of digits 1 14 for indicating the 
vertical position of the electric coil" with the motor in a vertical orientation. The fact that 
the motor is capable only of linear motion is also shown in Figure 2, where the moving 
coil and its inner support are clearly rectangular in cross-section and, while allowing 
linear motion, are therefore incapable of rotating motion relative to each other. Finally, 
Figures 1& 2 also show that the ferromagnetic inner support 1 12 for the moving coil is 
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fixedly attached to the support structure and may be properly described as a permanent 
magnet stator core . 

Applicant respectfully submits that the amended claims of the instant application 
are not anticipated by, or obvious from, Berchtold (5303549) and are in condition for 
allowance. 



In view of the foregoing, Applicant believes all claims now pending in this 
application are in condition for allowance. The issuance of a formal Notice of Allowance 
at an early date is respectfully requested. 

If the Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of 
this application, please telephone the undersigned at (408) 859-9460. 



CONCLUSION 




Ralph H. Willgohs 
Registration Number: 48,800 



